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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author):

I think using the authors' choice to use the MCC tree for the point estimate of the dispersion
parameter is appropriate, and it is good that they have expanded their dataset to increase their
power to detect overdispersion. They now show the effect of the uncertainty in the phylogeny,

which readers are free to interpret.

In short, they have addressed my remaining concern and I have no further issues with the study.

Stephen Schaffner
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Response: We thank the reviewer again for the positive comment on our work.



